Some authors consider this friction sound to be quite uncertain, and indeed. fallacious, unless it be associated with the ordinary vital or general symptoms of idiopathic pericarditis. It is asserted that, in itself, the friction sound should not be regarded as an indication of pericardial disease. The interest which, as a teacher of clinical medicine, I must necessarily take in any circumstance relating to diagnosis, has led me to bestow much anxious consideration on this important subject. The result of my deliberations I intend to bring before the readers of this journal in the present article.
The opinion that 11 friction sound " is of no diagnostic value in pericarditis seems to be founded on three circumstances?1st, the absence of the vital phenomena ; 2d, the transient duration of the sound ; 3d, that occasionally in the post-mortem examinations of patients, in whom, at a previous period of their life, a friction sound had been heard during an attack of rheumatism, no trace of pericardial disease could be detected.
In discussing the diagnostic value of the " friction sound," the real question at issue must be clearly kept in view. It is not whether or not is this sound diagnostic of pericarditis f but whether or not does it indicate either a congested condition of the vessels of the pericardium or an effusion into that sac? Even in genuine idiopathic pericarditis the friction sound is not diagnostic of the inflammatory action itself \ but only of the effects of that process, viz., congestion and effusion. If we were merely contending for the term 
